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Background 
• All levels of government promote cycling 
• Density of cars, pedestrians and cyclists is 
high in city centres 
• Pedestrian concerns about injury threat 
from cyclists 
• Recent debate about compulsory helmet 
laws 
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Aims of the research 
• Explore overall trends in cycling behaviour 
• Observe bicyclist-pedestrian, and bicyclist- 
vehicle interactions 
• Examine riding location choice, and use of 
CityCycle, over time 
• Monitor helmet use by cyclists 
 
Study design 
• Replicating methodology of 2010 study 
• 46 observation periods  
– Including uni-directional and bi-directional traffic; with 
and without bike facilities 
• 2-hr periods on weekdays 
– 7-9 am, 9-11 am,  
– 2-4 pm, 4-6 pm  
• All obs. in dry weather 
– Mon-Thursday (1 day postponed) 
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Discussion 
• Increase in cycling participation 
– Both private and public bicycles 
– A little way off until equal use by both gender 
– Greatest increase during commuter times 
– Changes not uniform across locations 
• No change in helmet wearing rates 
• Few conflicts with pedestrians & vehicles 
Future Work 
• Continue collecting data 
• Possibly extend to other time periods 
(school holidays); locations outside the 
CBD 
Questions? 
a.schramm@qut.edu.au 
http://t2013.com 
Mark your Diaries! 
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